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GENERATION 


0 F THE. 


1 SON of GOD,- 


As Taught in the - 


CONSIDER.” - *- 


— * 
5 * 
— — 


verſy briefly ffated. er, 


HE Socinians haye long pure, TED 
SE! much Subtilty, Its and proper De | 
neration, tence, 
of the Son of God me 
; have been ſolidly anſwer'd, 
ments ſufficiently confuted : ” Others are now 
up, who, ſenſible that Socinus's Principles are not 
do be plan con 5 ee wi. Scheme is 
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moſt 2 * col viz. that Chriſt 
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Ft once delverd to the Sa and al- 
to bear the Name of 4 
with them in what was a prin | 
he ol ry. ec, and does alſo 

what themſelves will have to be the 
| ng Opinion of Arie for if the Son be 
328 with the Father, his Eſſence muſt 


— oh ill 99 1 * by 


in the fr Debate, I 
e Son Fr Cod, who who was 
taking =] ae into 1 onal Uni- 
on with himſelf, is one Eſſence, or Subſtance with 
the Father, or have a pr Eſſence of his o- ]Ʒꝛ3 
Tun end engen: + Dn this the whole. 
if the don is one be Effence with the Fa- 
and Equal with him 
| the moſt „and the 2 
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e 
II. Shew that there is really in that ME. 

tery, that infers the Son's 

from, or inferior to that of the — n 1 


LK 3 that becauſe | EM 
cond Perſon is the tten of the Firſt, 


he muſt have Ge Hines tad Subſtance-with 


him, and ſo be equal with him in Pocher ak 
Glory. 5 


I. Scat Menn muſt beth HEN 1 


Generation of the Son, as the Foundation of whar 


is to enſue; if nothing at all of this be known, nei- 


ther fide of the Queſtion can be infer'd from ĩt. As | 


ooo eee Particulars. 
1. The Generation of the 
Godhead is a very great M 
reach of our at 


in this Eſtate, to com 


e e that it ee en ee = | 
| ton of. 


It: * ho ſb 22 bis generation? It becomes 


T We are not able 
to open fully the Myſteries of Nature; the Gene- 
ration of any natural Things: Who cam tell T-bow- Eo 


Re. - Ifai. kii. 8. a 23 1 Ecclef. xi. 5. 


ond Perſon in Ge 
„and far above the 


<4 * 
. SS 


nn èÜA, Generation” OO 
Ale bones grow: in ie womb of her hot is ith child? 


—— oper comprehend the Myſterics of 
=o 
_ perfectly, and ſhall we attemps 
to the latent of the infinite Crea- 
tor? We are but of Yeſterday, and know nothingt 
even of our ſelves perfectly, and ſhall we think to 
comprehend the eternal Being? Shall they who 
know ſo little of his Works in Time, and in their 
own Day, attempt to unfold his Wonders from E- 
ternity? + © Hic vox filet, mens deficit, non tantum 
& mea, ſed etiam Angelorum, The Generation of the 
Son of God may well with Silence be admir'd, in 
which will remain unfathomable Myſteries, when 
wee have ſaid and thought all that we are able: In 
.this Matter eſpecially we need to take the divine 
Oracles for our Guide, and go no farther, move 
no faſter than they lead us: To think or ſpeak of 
What is ſo high and myſterious, without the Light 
and Direction of the Word, is very dangerous. 
Reaſon, 5 er w 1 bl 
thought of any ſuch thing; it is obſery'd, * that 
there are Ne — Tradition in the 
World, of three in the Godhead, call'd the Word, 
or the Wiſdom; and the Spirit, or the Love: be- 
ſide the Fountain of both theſe, God. This, adds 
the ſame Author, was belicy'd by thoſe from whom 
the ancient Philoſophers had their Doctrines; but 
Ji! . doubtleſs ſuch a Tradition muſt have had its riſe 
i from Revelation: We may judge in. ſome meaſure 
by Reaſon what the Generation of the Son is not; 
MH but our poſitive Knowledge of it muſt be had from 


a a poſitive Divine Revelation. 0 
— —— 4 — | — ———— 
1 4 Turret. Iaſtitut. 1. 3. Quæſt. 19. = 

'»- Burnet” 39. Artic. E 


2. The 
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our Reaſon. eee war in the 


PO Le 
Aeclar „ done the 
facred Text, it can't be denied: The Terms of Fa- 


2 n in the lively 
Oracles, with Reference x — 
Perſons in the Godhead, are — U 
rep 2 . ſuppoſe 
which are u u 
e the Manner how the 
Father begets, or the Son is begotten, the Wiſdom 
of God hath thought fit to leave us in ſome Obſcu- 


is ſo 


teach us but little of the man. ; 


: nor are we to think it ſtrange that God has 


FRA thus with Men ; ſhall not the moſt High be 
at liberty to reveal himſelf to his Creatures as far 45 
he pleaſeth, and when he pleaſeth alſo to make _ 
op? not God ac aint us thee bee 
| in the cad, unleſs he likewiſe in- 
. us of the Manner we the Son's Generation? 
The plain Teſti of God ſhould oblige us to 
believe this, and the like Myſteries, tho' we are not 
able to comprehend them: Surely nothing is more 
to right Reaſon, than that, if God ig 
reveal, that there is in the Godhead one 
etteth, another that is begotten, anda 
third w o proceeds from both the former, weſhould 
believe ac ly 5 altho' we cannot conceive ei- 
ther how the Son is begotten: by the Father; or 
the "he h from the Father and the Son. 
hough the Nature, or the Manner of the 
RN ſo as to be clear- 
ly and fully underſtood by us; yet does the Scripture 
ve ſome Hints about it, from which all our Know- 
of that Myſtery muſt be deny'd : Several 
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p 8d to 
that 


| — 22 Nord of Chor rom. 
: - che the Denominations of 
CEL AY De- 


n'd, or how can we conceive © kh. 

than as here it is ſer forth, to be — 
en to him of the Father, to have Life in bim- 
When the ſecond Perſon in the adorable Tri- 
unto him of the Firſt, to have 


| ERS 


_ himſelf, andrea a the Father: ' Secondly, That it 
Siren unto him by the Father to have Life in 
Both theſe are expreſly in the Text. The 
. hath Life 
n importance, 
ſufficient to ſubvert the Ariun 
as moſt it is, 
the Son m 


e £1 in bimſelf ? But . 
to him, that he is the Fountain, 
and Original of Life, and as ſuch the 
it. Now what, but abſolute Per- | 
ſection, "a 1 55 
Li —B . IIS 


WL ER bg be. 


could not be ſaid to have that Power in himſelf, or 


4 * * N 


e 7 1 e „ 
3 n 2 5 | _— "2 | | — - "oy 7 1 


ountain, can be tit abſolute Lord of Life? Cer- 
tainly, to have life in himſelf is ſomething more 
than barely to be a vital, living Being; were that 
lt che g of thar Epe no more would 
be aſcrib'd to Chriſt therein, than what is true of 


deal more, than to have a Power over Life pn 
unto him, ſo as by the Power of the moſt High, to 
be able to raiſe the Dead to life, either in a natural 


or ſpiritual Senſe : For, ſuppoſe that were all, he 


Life in himſelf, upon the account of ſuch a Power, 
in as much as the Power producing Life, or giving 
Life to the dead is on this Suppoſition foreign, not 
inherent in him; not his own, but the Power of 
the moſt High: and if he has not the Power in 
himſelf, he can't have the Life in himſelf that is 
produc'd by that Power: The Apoſtles had a Power 
given them over f unclean Spirits, over all manner 
2 Diſeaſes, yea to raiſe the dead; but are they ever 
id, that account, to have Strength in them 
ſelves for ſuch things, or to have the caſting out of 
Devils, or healing of the Sick, or Life in them- 
ſelves? Do they ever aſſume this to themſelves? On 
the contrary they + diſchim'd it, and by no mean 
2 2 ers to aſcribe it to 2 This 
xpreſſion then imports more than his having a 
Power to raiſe or — the dead; ſuch a Power He 
others had, who yet could not be ſaid to have Lite 
in themſelves; in as much as the Power, - whereby 


Acts xyii. 28. + Magih, X. 1, z $A@ wk) 


Wn - 


God. Nor will it avail to ſay, 
the moſt hi 


Sony, upon 


. 


dd inake him to have Life in himütt, 


the Power communicated, truly and 


N ature deſtroys their own Scheme: 1 

I Life, by ſuch 
a Power to give Li uc 

ration of the Power of the moſt high 


he i the origi 


H 


| ofthe adorable Three havthe Whey p 
| vine Eſſence; which is communicated '| 


withſtanding that, the Power, whereby 
tion he gives Life, is ſtill foreign unto him; but 
the —— — allow d, be ſuch as to make 
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they riis'd the dead, was not inherent in them; K 
was not their Power, but that of the moſt high 
that the Power of 
God was communicated unto the 
Arian Principle; for by ſuch a Com- 
munication, that Power is either made truly and 
the Son's, and inherent in him, or it is 
the latter, then that Communication will 


becauſe not- 
on this Sup- 


ly the 


Son's, and inherent in him, then muſt the Ellence 
of the Ws mak high God be communicated to the Son; z 
becauſe the Power of the moſt high God, can be 
— 77 and truly his only, that has the Nature 
| ence of the moſt High; furely the Power of 

th moſt high God can only inhere in his own moſt 
Eſſence; and be natural only to him, who is 
er of that: So that a Communication of this 


ſay, that the 


Ife in himſelf, denotes more than his 


a Communi- 


God to him, 


us our Arians allow: it imports no leſs, than that 
nal Poſſeſſor of Life; and as ſuch the 
abſolute Lord of it: Thus much ſeems to be neceſ- 
for the end of that Aſſertion, which is to con- 
what was faid in the preceding 
That the Hour was coming, and ben was, when the 
dead ſboild "hear the Voice of the Son of God, and 
#bey that heat ſhould live: To which is added, 
Fur as the Father bath Life in bimſelf, fo hath he 
given 10 the Son . d. Do ye deſire a Confirma- 
tion, or witit a Pros? of whit I'fay, viz. 2 
nend forall bear my Vice and tive, or that th 
believe in me ſhall have cycrlaſting Life ? 


Verſe, viz. 


hen 


— 


a — have in me 
Fountain, the and Source EE 


therefore am able to give Life unto whom 
Beſides the ſame thing is meant by the Son's 

Life in himſelf, as by the Father's having Life 
himſelf : Now Joubtleb baving Life in himſelf, 


py to the Father, Ggnifies Bo having in 18,5 
. 


ng the Fountain and OE 
eſſentially : : this therefore mult be the | 
in the latter part of the Verſe, Where 
to the Son; now that, as was obſery 
no leſs than to haye the abſolutely p Eſſence 
of the one moſt high God; for only that, is the 
Fountain 20d Ogi X Life: gnd who can have 
Life in himſelf as the Father hath, withopt eith ? 
having the Father's Eſſence, or one equally perk . . 
It is impoſſible that there ſhould be any 
ſence or Nature as perfect as that of the emal i 
he therefore that hath Life in himſelf as the F 
muſt have the very Eſſence of the Father: gb pom | 
more, he that hath Life in himſelf muſt have it e- 
ſentially; i. e. from the Perfection of his Nature 
and Eſſence: Now the Nature and Eflence that has 
Life in it ſelf, muſt be abſolutely perfect; and as 
there can be but one Nature or ce ab | 
that muſt be the Eſſence of the one moſt 

. igh God: Upon the whole, by the Text under 
Conſideration, the Son has in him oy Fountain, 
Original, and Source of Life; he lives b 1 the Per- 
fection of his Nature, and therefore muſt have an 
abſolutely perfect Eſſence; which is the Eſſence of 
the one moſt high God alone. 
The other thing aſſerted in this Verſe, is howthe 
Son comes to have Life in oh Gal: or the infinite 
Lie 5 7 wr one — 3 L ws | 

Life in himſelf neceſſarily requires, U 

As to this, we are told that it is given to him of 
the FF ather; it is of the firſt, that the {ſecond Perſon 


Bz 5 of 


* has Faw «Me — 


was clothed with a V has 7 in Blod, ' and m 
Name is called, the Ward of God: * From the De- 
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F vine Eſſence; which is communicated by the one 
unto the other in ſuch manner as is conſiſtent with 
its Perfection; and in uch a manner likewiſe as that 


neceflarily requires; as ſhall be ſhewn by and by: 
This gi is ſuch, as makes the 2 


the Giver, a Father; the ſecond, or him to whom 
It is given, a Son; viz: by an act of Gencration: 


As the Son is a Divine Perſon, having the infinite 
Eſſence of the one moſt high God, he is ſuch by 
his being begotten of the Father: Thus then we 
may conceive, from the Word, of the Nature of 
the Sons Generation; it is his having it given to 
Him, of the Father, to haue Life in himſelf; or his 
Having the Eſſence of the one moſt high com- 
municated to him, i. e. made by the firſt, to ſubſiſt 
in a ſecond Perſon, viz. the Son: When the firſt 
Perſon in the adorable Trinity made, that the infi- 
mite Divine Eſſence did ſubſiſt in a ſecond, then, 
and thereby did he beget the 8on, and was proper- 
ly a 2 then, and thereby _ _ ſecond be- 
gotten, properly a Son. This, I apprehend, 
the Scri means 7 eternal Generation. 
What farther Aſſiſtance it gives us to conceive how 
the infinite Divine Eſſence is made by the firſt to 


ſubſiſt in a ſecond Perſon, will N 
2. By two Denominations of the Son therein; 
which in ſome meaſure ſerve to open that M 5 
| = wiz. the Word, and Wiſdom. Theſe are Names 
given in Scripture to the Son, and that, I think, 
upon the account of his eternal Generation; and by 
conſequence 1 ino it. 
Luhe firſt we frequently us'd of him. John 
" 1.1. In the beginning was the Word, and the Word 
wat with God, and the Word was God. Sometime: 
he is called the Word of God. Rev. 19. 13. He 
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| axe cxpreſled to bern, bu adde ferme internys, or 


its. als it tas. th at a. aa. ca © od 


_ IC ets. 6. nm 


Name is called, ibe nau Of og. From the b 2 
ſcription that's given in this laſt {nn lace, of the Per- 
ſon ſpoken of, and call'd the Mord of God, it is vi- 
dent that it is the Son, or the Lord Jeſus Chrift 
that's there deſcrib d: and that it is che ſame who is 
| ſpoken of in the Goſpel by the Name of the Ford, 
is alſo plain enoug h to any that reads the Conte t: 
It i: obervableths chat St. oh inthe firſt of thoſe pla- 
ces, is treating of Chri oF his Dine Ne 
ture; for he comes dps > Peak of his Humanity 
till 7. 11. So that this Name is given him as the 
eternal Son of God, 1 as ſome think, his. 
perſonal Subſiſtence; is being, in the begin 
ning, his eternal 5 Whether he has this 
Name from his Office, or not, is not very evidents 
certain it is, that by the Son, the Father is mace 
known; * No Man knoweth the Son but the Father, 
neither knoweth any Man the Father ſave the Son, 
and he to whom the Son will reveal him. T God 
who at ſundry times, and in divers manners,  ſpake in 
time paſt unto the Fathers, by the Prophets, bath in 
theſe laſt days ſpoken unto us by bis Son. That 38 
'our Wo ords manifeſt our Thoughts and Minds unto 
others; ſo does the Son reveal the Father: But i I 
that be any Reaſon of this Denomination, yet it's 
not the only one, nor the principal: Had the Son / 
never revealed the Father, yet might he have bore 
this Name, upon the account of his eternal Gene- 
ration: And to intimate ſomething of that I judge 
it is qe Words are as it were away in our 
Thoughts; they are brought forth by 
the To che Tongs but are concerv'd and begotten in our 
o the Son of God is begotten in the Fa- 
— infinite Mind: But * fignifies not only 
ende or 22 ate the Words x our — 
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2 - 2 Marth, x. 27. 1 Heb. L 1, 2 
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requires it; becauſe an infinite Being can't but 
| prehend himſelf moſt perſeMly ; and mn | 


EO IND ac s 4” IO 


_ bs the eternal, perſonal 
ception of the Father's Mind; to clear this, 2 
| F the pri 


= F | — Imperfection; 2 — therefore cannot 
to God: Thus then the Son ſeems to have the Es- 
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E N internus, or 


which they come, and in which they are; the Son 


and eſſential 59 , or Con- 


= 


agree 


ef the. Father communicated to him, or to be 

tt z. by the Father's moſt perfect and cſ- 
5 Concegtion of himſelf, by which the Divine 
| is made to ſubſiſt in a ſecond Perſon, and 
by this we perceive the Divine Eſſence ſubſiſting 
two different Ways; one, in this eſſential Concep- 


tion of himſelf; and * in the Conceiver, — ; 
F _ Original of this Conce : No the Divine Eb 


ſence ſubſiſting in a di manner, makes a di- 
inct Perſon; it's true, the fame numerical created 
EMence cannot ſubſiſt in diſtinct Perſons; the Im- 
perfection of all created Eſſences will not allow it; 
we are not to conclude from this, that the Di- 


Vine Eſfence, which is abſolurely perfect, tho'a fin- 


gular: Eſſence, cannot ſubſiſt in diſtinct Perſons: 


yea the abſolute Perfection of the Divine Eſſence 


A of ſubſiſting ſo, bur alſo 
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| prehend himſelf moſt perſectiy; Compre« 
1 EMS = 1 
therefore ſu h in the Cory „ and in 
hended; and differen 1 which, 2s I faid, © 
makes diſtinEt Perlen C 
The term Wiſdom, whereby the Son is alſo de- 
nominated, ni e ew Je Lie. Thus hes 
called, Prov. 8. = Sc. That Wiſdöm there is 
Perſon, and the Son Wiles, from the things aſcrib? 
= it: be Wy Br, bt ha 
teth forth vice ; who 1 it that 
Eule and el at Siriners Doors, but 5 
is the Wiſdom, that ſtandeth in the top of "eh 
plates, by the way, in the places of 'the — 45 1 | 
crieth at the Gates, ut the entry of the City, ut 
coming in at the Dodys : And Wb hold” this th 
lied unto, but him, . N 
Feaſt, ſtood and cried, 


the 


thirſt, let bin come uno — UE 7 1 ap Mas che x 


W dom, by whom Kings reign 8 
Righteouſneſs : And 5 ſhould 2 be, rather than 
the n, whoſe Veſtire and Thi h bear this Ti» 
ſcription, # King of Kings, and e Lords? Ts _ 
that Wiſdom who hath a ſpecial Coneetnment for 
the Children of Men, that rejbic in the habitable | 
Parts of the Earth, and Had | his Delights with ' 
human Race when the Foundations of the Woi 
were laid; and who can that be, but he loved, 
and waſbed is in his own Blood, even Jelus, F N 
for the Joy ibat was ſet before him, endured the Cy 
deſpi 2 Shame, and is ſet don at the Tight by 
ers W 220 Bo that chere is Rete 
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F to conclude, tbe Fiſdom, here ſpoken of, to be a 
Perſon, even the Son of God: And why is he call'd 
ien but from the manner of his Cato; 
which is hereby limited to us; eſpecially, at _ 
7 that account? It is very certain, and doubtleſs 
will be confeſs d by all, that the ſecond Perſon in 
the Godhead docs not excel the others in Under- 
ſtanding and Knowledge; that he ſhould have this 
Name from any Emi of Wiſdom above the 
Father, and the Spirit: Howeyer if any do imagin 
that the Son is ſuperior to the Spirit in Wiſdom, 
they will not pretend that he excels the Father in 
that, any more than in any other account: nor has 
the Son this Name, becauſe the Wiſdom of God is 
eminently manifeſted in and through him: I readily 
grant that the manifold Wiſdom of God ap 
marvelouſly, and in a ſingular manner, in the — 
Jeſus Chriſt; in his Perſon, as God-man; in his 
Office, as Mediator; and in the Redemption wrought 
by him; but this Name ſeems to be given to the 
Son, gen the account of what he then was: A 
great while before his Incarnation, or the Wiſdom 
of God was manifeſted in the Conſtitution of Ema- 
nue . It is given him as the eternal Son of God; 
and which he might have had, tho' he had never 
undertaken the Office of Mediator: it is taken from 
his Nature, not his Work: The Goodneſs of God is 
as marvelouſly diſplay'd in Chriſt, as his Wiſdom- 
So are likewiſe his Holineſs, and Juſticez he's ſaid 
tobe */e forth to bea Propitiation through Faith, in 
a | bis Blood, to declare God's Righteouſneſs. So that 
1 the Son might as well be call'd Goodneſs, or Holi- 
1 neſs, or Righteouſneſs, manifeſtatively as Wiſdom; 
and were that the Ground of this Denomination, 
| we might expect to find him alſo denominated from 
the other Perfections, diſplay'd likewiſe through 
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To from The SACRED" "SCRIPTURES!" 5-2 
| bim in a ſingular-wanner: but where in all the fa- 
- cred Oracles is Chriſt term'd Goodneſs, becauſe di- 
vine Mercy is manifeſted unto Men thro? him? or Ho- 
rr fancti- 
fied in him? or Juſtice, for his to de · 

clare the Righ of God or — fo 
this reaſon, that all the Promiſes are Lea, and 4- 
men in him? And ſeeing that he has not a Name 
from any of theſe Perfections of God, which are 
manifeſted w in, and thorough him, as 
well as Wiſdom ; there's reaſon to conclude; that 
when the Son is call'd Wiſdom, it is upon ſome 
other account, than that the Wiſdom of God is 
— G7 + him: and what then can be 


the ground but the manner of his 
eternal eee of y the Farher's moſt per- 

fect conception or — feng of himſelf ? Cognoſ⸗ 
cendo ſeipfum genuit (Pater) Filium. And how 
ſhould Wiſdom be degotten, rather than by the 


Father's eſſential — — of himſelf ? Or wWw˖⅛ůaQrr. 
can deſerve to be Wiſdom, rather: thaw the 


infinite God's: moſt Knowledge ànd Com- 
Peer of himſelt? Very agrecably to chis it is 


of Chriſt, that all the Treaſures of Wiſdom 
and * Knowledge are hid in him. Surely» tlie Fa- 
-ther's Comprehenſion of his Infinite ſelf, muſt in- 
dlude all Treaſures of Wiſdom and Knowledge. 
By both theſe Denominations then the famé thing 
is intimated, viz. the Son's: eternal Generation 
the Father's moſt perfect Knowledg of himſelf: 
in that Comprehenſion of l, which. 
is eſſential to the divine Being, or to the firſt 
Perſon in the Godhead, the divine Eſſenoe ſabfiſls 
in a different manner from that in the firſt; and 
7 the ſecond, viz. the 8on, is begotren; 


vhich perfectly anſw 7 1 ee A 
— 2 — 12 : | 


nemo 


Re. et 
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125 Sn ACrOUne of the SON s- nnn 


: The Charadter or Deſcription given of tlie 
; Sow. Hebr. I. 2. N ho being be rink 1 F 
_ gory, and the 3 imagy his Pan. IK 
the Son is the of the Fathers Gl 
| ir like that his 
the Father's? * | 
the excellency. ; i- 
| e the Faber & Gieryz that” I ſee not bow it 
could. dave been more cr told us, that 


ac 


Ex 
— Perfection of the Son; that in his Nature 
and Eſſence he is ſo far from being in the leaſt in- 
Ferior/to the Father, that/all the Perfection of the 
Father, even his moſt 2 2 
are to be taken, as ſigni 
that the brightneſs of the Fathers Glory St 
tial to the Son, S of the Fuher's Glor is Ede 
by him; for thus underſtood, they anſwer not the 
8 what i it to the perſonal Excel- 
of the Redeemer, that the Glory of 'the 
| God is moſt 20 N. by him? 
2 eit to the 

phets, E ben 684 had f to the Fathers, 
or to the legal Priefts; And notwithiſtandin 
8 the plalod to make the f 2 


coveries 


fone conirnaton of tes the Fathers "ae per / | 
ils TIN cant but 
fully anſwer his abſolute — or be a 
Image of him; and what can deſerve to be call d 
the expreſs Image of the Father's Perſon, rather 


than fuch a 2 or eee the Fo of hinfelt? 


d Pyro, 5 when Was is impreſſed by 
a Scal, the Form 'or of the Seal is ex- 


Ry in the Wax; pO — in the Wax 
1 the Figure of _ Seal; or is _ | 
Image, or a ot it; 7 2 
Eqenria — of himſelf in the Father, 
whereby the divine ee. ſubſiſteth in a ſecond 
Perſon, muſt ly re to the abſolute 
Perfection of the divine Eſſence, 5 and 
the Excellency, every PerfeQion of the Father muſt 
be fully and-moſt perfectly therein: as 
if a were able, in one Idea, to comprehend - 
all his own Parts, all the Powers and Faculties of 
his Soul, all the Members of his Body, and all the 
Parts of every Member; together with all the 
Virtues and Powers ariſing from his Frame and Con- 
ſtitution; ſo that there were not an EY or any 
Faculty and Power uncomprehended therein] ſuch 
an Idea would be a moſt jolt pere Image of the Man, 
and ſeem to be another himſelf: It's true that no 
Man is able to form ſo perfect a Conception; yet 
none will deny, or doubt but that” the infinite 


Was ane, Be, 
ä gp 
— Mind 
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bo the Son ſhould: be the expreſs I 
== Fathcr's Perſon, unleſs he were thus 
bim; how ſhould all and every one of the Perfec- 
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is-able to do t | at once com- 
1 


und Ideas of our ſelves; there's nothing like « 


the Father's Underſtanding ſhould: beget, or be a 
* ſecond divine Perſon? I anſwer, that the Scriptures 


prehend the infinite divine Eſſence; ſo as to view 
fully the infinity. of the divine. Glory, and every 
— 1 — — . 
\ 1 e e 
* e e | _ — as here fti'd' by 
the infpir'd Author, the expreſs Image, or 
rie of his Perſon. Nor is it, I think, * 
of the 


of 


tions of the infinite God be fully and perfectly an- 
ſwer' d in the Son; fo that to know either the Fa- 
ther or the Son, ſhould be to know both, if it 
were not 10? * He that bath ſeen me, ſaith Chriſt; 
bath ſeen the Fatber; which could not be if he 
were not thus the e Image of his Perſon, 
thus begotten of the Father, and had not his Eſ- 


| fence. It ought to be noted, that there is a 
difference between the moſt Bleſſed and infinite 


God's comprehending himſelf, and our Conceptions 

Zenec 
ration in the acting of our Underſtanding, or in 
our Conception of our ſelves, but it is otherwiſe 
ing; for God, as was ſaid 
above, knows himſelf not, as we do, by acts diſ- 
tint from, but by his Eſſence: So God's 
Comprehenſion of himſelf, as it is an expreſs Image 
of him, ſo it is an eſſential Image, and therefore a 
diſtinct Perſon; but if it be aſked, how the act of 


ſect 


| | ; of Göle l Knowledgay” 1 
or of his Manner of conceiving of himſelf; chat it 


ving it given him to 
have Life in himſelf, i. e. Having it given him to 
be God, the moſt ſimple and infinite divine Eſſence 
ſubſiſting in him, in another Manner than in the 
Father; it being of the Firſt that the divine EG 
ſence does ſubſiſt in a Second Perſon, or in a diffe- 
rent Manner than in himſelf; the Second is vtry 
truly and properly ſaid to be thereby begotten bx 
him, the Firſt is thereby peep a Father, and th 
Second properly a Son. The Father is God, ths 
Son alſo is God; the ſame God, though not the 
ſame Perſon with the Father; the Father is God of 
himſelf, the Son God of the Father; the Fah 
has it not given to him by any to be God, where» * 
as the Son has it given to him of the Father to be 
God, and God co-eſſential with the Father; it be- 
ing of him that the divine Eſſence ſubſiſteth in a 
Second Perſon, or in the Son. Moreover, a8 to 
the Manner of the Son's having it given to him to 
be God, or of the divine Eſſence, its ſubſiſting in 
a Second Perſon, or that of the Son, from the 
ſame ſacred Fountain, we are let to underſtand, that 
it is by the Father's moſt perfect Knowledge or 
Conception of himſelf; in which the divine Eſence 
neceſſarily ſubſiſteth in another Manner than in the 
Father, in that he is call'd the Word, and Wiſdom; 
and is deſcrib'd to be the expreſs Image of the Father's 
Perſon, as well as the Brightneſs of his Glory. | And 
if this be the Scripture Account of the Son's Ge»  , 


1 


| 20 | See the — 


DEE Think, will 
n kis Generation.of the Son of God was bot 
b a free and voluntary, but a Act: To aſſert 
the ſirſt, is to affirm that the Son might not have 
been; that the Father might never have been a Fa- 
Herz and to make the Son of the Number of con- 


for its Be- 

3 Will of another, muſt be 
ee e ſoever it is produc'd, 
and how excellent ever it is. The Generation 
— — 


— — * can * of 
God in the Goſpel ſo; according to what St. Paul 
obſerves, 1 Cor. i. 20. Where is the wiſe Man? 
Where i is the Scribe? Where is the Diſputer of this 
World? Hath not God made fooliſh 2 Wiſdom of 
this World! yy. 25. Becauſe the Fooliſoneſs of God is 
wiſer than Men. © 
MK. The Generation of che Son, as it en 
ſary, is likewiſe Eternal; this is a Conſequent of 
the former, and alſo follows immediately from the 
manner of this Generation; for that Which ever 
: ee cannot n neceſſarily; that which ever 
was 


t 


% e n, 


ac. PP | age vas A 4 Sa aa. e D 


ing; becauſe | 
os hs Ceci leaks INE a 
not exiſt neceſſanly : That then which 
farily, muſt have for Ever, 3 


fide, as Scif-comprebenſion is noolſry to an able | 
From Eat, Being, the Father e | 
= W » and therefore from ty 
- . e was in before the 
— e World; the Lord poſſeſſed 'me'th 
the beginning 22 3 a 
7 was 2 everlaſting, from the beginning, ur 
ever 25 Earth was. When tt were Tn 4 
vas brought forth M ben there were ub Fm 
abounding with Water. Before the — r 
fettled, before the Hills was I brought ' Thus 
U Wiſdom of himſelf. And . Prop 
peaking of the Meſſmh, to be horn in the 
of Time, at Bethlehem, adds, that Þ his going forth 
bad been from of old, from everla A twofold 
going forth of the Ruler of Iſrael, "is phiniy there | 
mentioned, one that was then to 1— Oi 
of thee ſhall he come forth unto me The Evan -.4 
lift has explain . Y 
it to the Birth of the Meſſiah; who Was FR 
the bleſſed Virgi many Years after this Pre- - 


5 Vis. 
been lo _———— 
Eternity, — boſe 2 gs — have been 
old, from e verlaſting He that was to be 


f, 
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* prov. viii. 22, Cc. + Micah v. 2. {Marti 6. 
Rev. i. 8, 18. N 3 


"On the Sueden eee 1 b 


dition, in Bethlehem : But beſides this, there W 


it and was, and. is n mme. So that the 8on is 
| eternal, as well as the Father, and co-eternal with 
ſhewn, begotton the Fa- 
NG dept You they 
from the roceiv'd 
Dogon in the God- 


her : ob hood Anbar 
'be, if the Father be of a more ancient 
8 y he was before Time, 

's true that the Son was 
before Times — how could he be ſo upon their 


emi be ie Time 8 bim; and 
5 Tims e with him, he could not be before 
it. Moreover, that which is from Everlaſting, 
muſt be from all Eternity: Nor can that be from 
Everlaſting, Which had any thing before it. Thar 


WMiſdom is from eee is v from e 
Places * of 9 


Chriſt is alſo call'd,' * The Everlaſting Father = e. 
The Ev God, the Creator of all. 
i the Son is the Everlaſting Father, if he is Parte 
2 his duration muſt be without Begin- 
"Wea not then to think, that becauſe the 
Soo! is begotten of the Father, the Father is 6lder 
than the Son, or of longer Duration than he; for 
Althou in the natural Generation, 


it is 
Rag ans before the Son, it is not ſo in the 
divine Generation: . | 


1 
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* Ifai. ix. 6. 


from 


F * un Account of the S0 7 Generation | 
'. Words plainly: —— — 


and ſeeing there 


TE ry, 5 


in Eternity, the 
that t is oe” 
DR hae th Sc Eenhih oh " 
to afſert and deny the fame thing: If ihe $08 
truly Eternal, he is without Beginning; and no- - 
thing can be unto that which is without Be- 
ng. , unleſs the Father could be be- 
Dee he eee himſelf, he could not be be- 
fore the Son, who is otten by his moſt 
Comprehenſion of himſelf; and who will ſay that 
the infinite God, an abſolutely perfect . e 
be without a Comprehenſion of himſelf ? 
3. By this Generation, the Son is not 
from the Father; he's begotten by him, and in him. 
The Son is really a diſtinct Perſon from the Father; 


he mediates between the Father and us: The Fa- "4 


ther was not incarnate, but the Son; and tis not 
the Father, hut the Son, that is the Propitiation 
for our Sins; he is likewiſe an Advocate with the 
Father: All which proves the Father and the Son 
to be diſtinct Perſons. The ſame is implied in the 
| Son's being the expreſs Image of the Father's Per- 


ſon: For tho” the Impreſſion fully and an- 
ſwers that which it is made by, yet it is really di- 
ſtin& from it; and ſeeing he is the I the 


Father's Perſon he muſt be diſtinct from h 1 For 
the Image and the Original cannot be in every re- 
ſpect the ſame. This likewiſe appears from his be- 


ing ſent, and given of the Father; ſurely the Fa- 


ther did not ſend himſelf; accordingly he is faid to 
be the Father's Servant: Indeed the Scripture 
ſpeaks of the Son every where as a diftingt Perſon ; 
to mention but ons Phe, out of a great many, 
* / and my Father, faith Chriſt, are one. Which 
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John 30. 
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Fake end as this the: D of Eenced 


| ory . Wy ͤ e ce as as i Se LL 2 i. 


. plainly imply both * and Plurality: 
The Plural Verb, Are, thews the Nominatives, , 
und, my Father, to be or expreſs, diſtinct Perſons ; 
for had he that ſpoke, and the 1 of whom, 
With himſelf, he ſpake, been but one and the fame 
Perſon, the Verb had been Singular, not are, but 
is The Unity is alſo as obvious as the Plurality 
1 and my Father are one *. The Verb Plural, and 
the Neural Noun, undeniably prove a Diſtincton 
of Perſons, and Unity of Effence : The Word ren- 
der'd One, is not &s, from which ſome argue, but 
weakly, that the Maſt High God is only Per- 
ſon; but z, which denotes, One Being and Eſſence. 
PILE Dry x nn 
| yet are not m each other, 
| zs it is among Men: There the Son is not only 
| by, but alſo ſe eparated from his Father; 
the Begotten am og they; has a diſtinct Eſſence 
from that of che — Though his Eſſence be 
derived from his Father, yet is it not the Father's 
Eſſence, but reall another; ſo that the Son, among 
Men, is another than his Father: It is not 
ſo r Son of God, as it has 
been open d; for althou 2 the Son and Father, in 
1 be diſtinct Perſons, yet have they 
but one Eſſence: The Eſſence of the Son is not 
another from, but the very Eſſence of the Father; 
ſo that they are One Being, though Two diſtinct 
Perſons; I and my Father are One. The Son there- 
fore, though begotten by the Father, is not ſepa- 
rated from him; As thou, Father, art in me, and I 
n thee. Not only is the Father in the Son, but 
the Son alſo is in the Father; and the Son is in the 
Father, as the Father is in—; Now what can be 
the Ground of this mutual In- being between the 


P # 
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Featſon on the Creed, _ ] John xvii. 21. 


1167 . 15 Father 


ommi bis Authority, work» * 
Nees be bis Bowe but furely, on nei- 
: "thoſe Accounts.can-the'Son- be laid to be 
in the Father; never any dream d of the Father's 
acting by Commiſſion from the Son, or 
derivd from him, or wor by his power: 15 | 
therefote the Son cannot be faid to be in the Father 
in this Senſe, — bl in che hw muſt 
not here be underſtood in AO IS 
for it is the ſame Thing that's aſſerted of bach, in 
of one another: Now what can be the 
Ground of this their mutual In- being, but the U- 
nity of Eſſence? The Father is in che Song and 
the Son in the Father, becauſe the ſame infinite 
dri e oboe and if the Father be in 
the Son, and the Son in the Father, in this Senſe, 
and upon this Account, chen dhe Son is not. tF 
nn from the Father. 
J. The Generation of the Son, as open d above, 
ie 4 proper, not a metaphorical Generation; tho 
it be v er e it is not less 
proper hat: It's free from all the DefeCts antl 3 
— ing the human Generati- 


on; but the want of theſe, can't render it the les 
Oper ſurely 'tis not the Defects which acrom- | 


2 ons, that make them 14 os 
h. What is ü — properly {| be 
the communicating of a vital Nature that is in 4. 


unto another? Or, as * ſome deſcribes it, à vital wc 


Production of a in the fame Nature, with a 
full Repreſentation of him whom he is pro- 


duc'd. Thus in the human e. mw" 4 


= —— - Sm Pl PR” —— — oh wh * * Re 
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. Pearſon. .  SIEICF 5 250 
2 man 


ma Nature, Which is vital, is communicated from 
 ofie Man to another, or one Man produceth ano- 
* cv" mii that Com- 


the Fil; G thrthe Firſts pro- 

a Father, and the Second as truly a Son; for 
Generation of the Son, as it is opened, the 
Father communicates the Divine Eſſence to another 
Perſon, or produceth another Perſon. of the fame 
Nature and Eſſence with himſelf: 
nations, therefore, of Father and Son, uſed of the 


% 


grounded upon their reſpective Concernment in the 
* e ieh, but upon the Relation 
that ariſeth between them, from this proper and 
nec Generation; Had God never form'd anv 
Counſels of Peace about fallen Men, there would 
nevertheleſs have been Father and Son in the God- 


this M Vea, the tion of the Son is 
not 2 Generation, ut ts more 
than one; in as much as the Commu- 


- of Nature in this, is much more perfect, 
and the Begetter much more fully repreſented in 
the Begotten, than in any natural C tion. And 
the more the Communication of Nature is, 
and the more fully that the: Begetter is repreſented 
in the egotten, ſo much che more proper and per- 
eck i is the Generation : Now: whereas — natural 


= Generations, the Communication of the Nature is 


hy ion, or a Separation of ſome part of the 
Begetters Subſtance; in the Generation of the Son 
<> Ben the Sin — is money —— 
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firſt Two Perſons of the Sacred Trinity, are not 


head: Our Redemption ſuppoſeth, does not make. 


8 


he ETA Tart Tvace, of © 


| — 5 * — — 
ens Farher's — "So —— whatever 


Proper. 

This Ge I am 
ou Second Perſon e 1 
is calbd the only begotten Son; 
vainly imagine, referring the Tem Nis che | 


ther, becauſe he was begotten of the Father alone, 
Socinians will have Chriſt calFd the only begotten 


Son, becauſe he is beloved and honour'd above all 


others: It's true, that Chriſt is beloved of the 
Father, more than any others, who are call'd Son 
of God; but that is not the reaſon of his having 
that Name: On the contrary, he b 
lov'd, becauſe he is the cath 3 Unigent- 
ture is the Foundation of t 1 Lov not 
contrariwiſe : Others are call'd 
Magiſtrates, Profeſſors of the true Religion, An- 
gels, Adam, Believers in Chriſt; but none of theſe 
1 by ſuch a Generation as this 
of the Son: Believers are indeed faid to be ho of 
Cod; but that muſt be underſtood, not in a 

Senſe the Communication of the divine Natur 
to them in Regeneration, is very different from 


of Godly. * 


that we have been ſpeaking of to the Son; ſo that 


— this, he is ſtill the only Begotten, 
in a pr Senſe. There is another, it's true, to 


whom the cn CEN 


; 


"The Cons axcanind, Ke. 


CO nn ics of 


nion of the 80, pr romp $name — 
46 bez another divine Perſon is begotten, but not 
Eſſence: The fame individual Eſſence that 

is in the Father, is made to ſubſiſt in another man- 


or Knee of the Father: "And-furcly. 
can't be a de 
« pen 


uy Having thus given . 
Generation, from the Oracles of Truth; * 
t 


= geed to examine what there is, or whether 


be any thing in this Generation, to prove him un- 
equal with, or inferior to the Father, in Power 
and Glory 07-40 have an Eſſance diſtinct from the 
Father's: They who are from the receiv'd 
Truth, in this Article of Faith, think they 
have all Reaſon, and the common Senſe of Man- 
ie Side, while they conclude the Son's 
Inferiority to the Father, > SLE Baer". tr” 
of him: As for the Scriptures, ſay 
not conttadict Reaſon; — there be any 
Concudiftion to Reaſon in ben, rhey would no 
9 e 
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392 
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77 


e, would it not become us, from 
A „ nes 
W ve ſome appearance of contradicting Rea 
fon, to be indeod, only ſeeming eee 
rather than from their having ſuch an a 
to conclude againſt the divine Inſpiratiom of the 
Scriptures? Are there not many Things, chat ſeme 
comprehend very clearly, which vet othersy cof 
w 


Reaſon, 3 as great Abſurdities, and - © 

Contradictions to Reaſon? And why may det e 

former, through the Im of their Reaſon. 
75 


N 


5 


not ſo? e mes. 9 as much 2 
their Reaſon, as which they comprehend, 
are above the weaker Capacities wry ary How- -. 
ever, I readily that the Scriptures contain 
nothing that really contradicts perfect Reaſon : Bu 
our Reaſon, and the common Senſe of Mankind, 
may be ſtretch'd beyond their proper Limits; and © 
that means, the greateſt Truths may be judg d 
ſurd. It is an matter for Men to make'a 
Cry of Reaſon, and common Senſe, as if themſelves 
were the ſole Abettors of either, and others were 
declar d Enemies unto both; it is hop'd it will be 
no Offence to ſuch, that we-cacrclle — 
B '- us 


- 
© . 


: 
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judge alſo ſome Things abſurd, which really” e ; 


7. OS... 
ws enquire — Ground o —— 
it may be alledg * Reaſon, and the 
| Senſc of all Men teſtiſies, 2 
z inſeriour to him that begetteth : What is the 
' Ground of the Honour and due from 
| Children to Parents, by the] of all Na- 
tions? It is every where own d to be the Duty of 
_ Children, to honour and be obedient unto Parents; 
that Inferiority neceſſarily attends, and flows og 
the Relation of Filiation. Beſides, he that beget- 
teth, muſt in Reaſon be before him that is begot- 
ten; the Cauſe muſt precede the Effect; a Father 
muſt be older than his Son: And farther, he that 
is of another, in the Judgment of com- 
| and Reaſon, muſt depend 1 
b, he is of 3 and therefore depends; 
8 wo he that is 
| otten im, can't independent with 
him. The Firſt Perſon in the head being nei- 
nor 9s proceedin — 
amy other, the bv 1s or the bean, who. is o 
- can't be equally independent with him: Now if che the 
Father was before the Son, 8 
upon the former, whereas he n none, 
| , What can be more evident, than that 3 is not 
|  . equal in Power and Glory, to the Father? Can the 
Son, that is neceſſarily the Father, be co-eter- 
nal with him, who is neceſſaril before him? Or 
can the Son, that is a d t Being, and de- 
rived from - A Father, be equal to him, on whom 
he dependeth, who is the Source and Fountain of 
all, and ſelf· originate? Or can the Inferiority that 
neceſſarily goes along with Filiation, conſiſt with 
— 7 Thus then it would ſeem reaſonable, 
= e Son's being generated, to conclude him 
| eqns to 1 Father, and of a diſtinct Eſſence: 
= I think I have given the Argument all its 
Ie yet by a due — it "ins 
2 Oo | 


6y 25 ö * * 
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 HhinquaLary, c. mo Conſequent. 1 1 "NY 
13 have only hogs — | 
anſwer — 


Ai ung. 

1 | 
1. 7. i not the dite of abſohne Reaſon; that 
a Son mult be neceſſarily inferior to his Father: 
For were this a Principle of Reaſon, why ſhould 
not one Man's Reaſon dictate this as well as no- 
ther's, when his Reaſon is as good, as free, and as 
much improy'd x that f not of anot _ e | 


le, both for- Tee 
has not taught them that: Their 
1 inferior to other Men's, yer alwits | 


bt it that che Son, becauſe he is begotten 


of the Father, muſt therefore neceſſarily be inſe- 


rior to him: On the contrary they believ d, that 


the Son was begotten of the Father, and yet ug 
firmly believ'd er So that 
I fay this Aſſertion, viz. That the Son, as ſuch, 
muſt neceſſarily be inferior to his Father, is not 
the dictate er, 3 5 _ rather a 
udgment | me onions, or 
— ſome —ͤ— ane Generation : There's 
no doubt, but we may form ſuch of 
Generation, as will neceſſarily imply a Son's Infe» 
 Tiority to his Father, and from ſuch a manner of 
Generation, Reaſon and common Senſe wall x 
nan Baker | 
we are not to conclude, that a Son, abſolutely as 
ſuch, muſt be inferior to à Father, becauſe a Soon 
bete in this or that particular manner, is ne- 
| y ſo : For there may be a Son begotten not 
in that, but in a very different manner, which may 
imply no ſuch thing: And this I take to be the 
Cauſe before us, ſome who aſſert 4 new Scheme of 
Divinity, have . their Notions of the 8 se 
Generation by what is obſervable in natural Genera 
dions; by obſerviog theſe, 8 — perceive, 3 


in 3 
not reafonab 


nothing of che nature and 


| Generation; nor would it 
J 5 Or 

. of it, if a Socke eye- 
lation - it known: How ſhould bare 
Reaſon s of = of the Son of 
God's Generation, when it knows nothing of that 
Myſtery, or how he is begotten ? Unleſs will 
take. their weak and imperfect Rea- 
ſon; the ite God, and fay that 
="; in to beget a Son equal to him< 
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 rauon muſt neceflarily be 


free from ; and what if 
E 2 this 


ww 


— — that 12 
Or who can tell what a difference in this reſpect; 
the ſtredom from all the Imperfeftions accompany- 
und the Generation of the Son of God? Reaſon _ 
mult examine and ſearch the Word, to ſee if it 

ts-any Acopunt;or 'what Account it gives of that 
— eee 7 that muſt judge of the 
Coriſequicnces : And if the Scripture Account of 
the Son's Generation is attended unto, it will not 
from that appear to be contrary to Reaſon, for the 
—— re Father, to er to 
2 01 deny that it follows: from” the Scri 
Account'of the Son's Generation, that the Father 
—]—— ogamet—rherr Fe bre 
—＋ . a vo but a neceſſary and eſſential 
the Father: In voluntary Productions the 
Cauſe muſt be in ig before the Effect; but it is 
not ſo in thoſe Productions that are neceſſary: 
The Sun is the Cauſe of our Light, and yet none 
will pretend to fay that the Sun was in being be- 
— 2 — The — the Sun, and the Sun 
irſelf, were certai as ſoon as there was 
an there . t proceedi 9 4 it; and 
ines — So that the 


yea muſt - coeval with 
the Sus 8o in a the Generaion of the Son of 
God, it 1 eſſary and eſſential Act of the 
Eat by ich ras Son is begotten, as that Act 

3 ie Goeremal wit the ather, fo likewiſe 

Tho Father never did begin to ge- 
was a Father from all Eternity; the 
therefore muſt be begotten, and muſt have ex- 
Pay,” E tten of the 
| Father, 


n * 
„ N - — 
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or Pad Tic hs ben open TRE + 
25 as it open 
the , is 2s neceſſary WE Eo A 
of Light from the Sun * Sure deaf . e . 
_ the bleſſed God to comprehend his infinite Self, ag 
to the Sun to (illuminate ; that God could no 
more be without a perfect Comprehenſion of hay 
ſelf, than the Sun without Illumination, or Emana- 
tions of Light; yea, af the two, the firſt is che 
higheſt Impoſſibility ; God's perfect Comprehenſion 
himſelf is more neceſſary than Emanations of 
Light from the Sun; no natural Cauſes can pro- 
duce their Effects ſo neceſſaril a5 the Divine Mind 
comprehends himſelf ;” for altho* the Effects of ne> 
celfary A naturally follow neceſſarily upon the 
of ſuch Cauſes, yet by the cxmnordinary Pow- 
er of God, that Poker which ordained univerſal 
Nature, and is ſuperior to all natural Cauſes, ſack 
Effects may be and have been ſuſpended : Fire ne- 
ceſſarily ben what is combuſtible, and yet we read 
of a very violent Fire that for ode ** did not 
ſo. The Sun naturally illuminates; nevertheleſs there, 
was a time when there was a ＋ Sun in the Hear 
vens, and Darkneſs too over all the Earth; the 
God of Nature reſtrained in thoſe Caſes, 5 
cy of thoſe naturally very neceſſary Cauſes 
what ſuperior Power ſhould hinder the 
eſſential Act of the Divine Mind comprehe 
his infinite Self? God himſelf who can lira 185 | 
Agency, and ſuſpend the Effects of all natural Caus 
ſes, the moſt neceſſary of *em, can't ſuſpend that 
Act of his own Mind, being the neceſſary conſe- 
t of his abſolute Perfection; and certainly what. 
os neceſſarily from the abiblute P on of 


God, is more noceſſary than What flows from, pd. 
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Light, was got in 
from it; but | | | 
with it: I ay, ſceing it is ſo, it will not fol- 


COEV; 


that the latter is 
ſecond Perſon w 


| Ford of L 


an abſolutely 


_ "ny 7 * mo 7 Generation 
f the Son of God, which ſure t not to he 
done: This is ſo vaſtly . from the other, 
that we can't argue from the one to the other: 
Were there no more difference known between 
them but this, that the one is neceſſary, and tho 
| uence of the Argument from the-one to the 
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Light, therefore the Sun alſo muſt have been in be- 
. before any Light proceeded from it; which 


one may eaſily fee the Fallacy. of, inaſmuch as 
12 night wifes and yet not. give light, its 


2 upon the voluntary Act of 
den Fr amber ih rages gives Light, - 
— In like manner, whereas there in 
no humane Generation but what might never have 
been; the Generation of the ſecond 12 in the 
Godhead is from the Nature of God, and as ne- 
K : Now what is the ne- 

nſequent of the Divine, Nature, muſt 
re Lon at NOT 


as that Nature has exiſted, i. 6, 
the Divine Nature was from in Een there. 
was alſo Divine Generation; and ſeeing the Gene- 
ration of the Son is co-eternal with the Divine 
Nature, the Son muſt be co- eternal with the Far 
ther, tho begotten of him. 
4- Neither will it follow from the Scripture Ace 
count of the Son's Generation, that he is a de- 
t Being, id in Ox, lb inferior to the 
ather : Were his Generation ſuch as that of Men, 
he muſt unavoidably be Dependent ; for among, 
Men, every Son depends for his Being upon him 
chat h; but, as I ſaid already, the Gene- 
ration of the Son of God is v different from the. 
humane; Son amo en derives his Na- 
ture from another, it is from and of another, 
which is likewiſe a dependent Nature, ſubſiſting in. 


and by another, not of and ralf; whereas the 


Son of God hath not a made Nature, or an Eſſence, 
made from and out of the Father's, but the very 

{elf originate Effence and . 
| | ow 
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by any other 


"= = ring Being 
_ Perſon is begotten, 
The very 
thereby in a different manner than in the Father: 
That perſect Self- comprehenſion in which is 
the ſecond * hath in it the very — -off 
God, the one independent Self- originate, and : 
ſolutely perfect Eſſence, ſubſiſting in another man- 
ner than in the firſt; for the infinite God com- 
prehends himſelf not by an Act diſtinct from, but 
| 7 . which the pep {00m tion we 
can form, 1s, it is a moſt perfect The 
Son's Eſſence therefore mult be 1 t, bei 
the numerical Eſſence of the Father. He has Li 
in himſelf, as was noted before, and not in any o- 
ther. And if he hath Life in himſelf, he muſt 
have it independently; and ſo; by having that abſo- 
Iutely perfect Eſſence, which is the Source and 
Fountain of Life, or original Life. He hath Life 
in himſelf, tho' it is given him to have Life in 
himſelf : Life is in the Son, as in its prime Origi- 
mal and Fountain, as well as in the Father : Altho' 
it is of the Father, 8 3 Son. * is 
av at Myſtery ; but that theſe are conſiſtent, 
I 9 from, 5 viz. That they are joyn d. 
together in the Scriptures of Truth; certainly. 
theſe do not joyn together what are really inconſi- 
ſtent: And where ſhould Life be independently, 
but in the Fountain of it? We have Life in us, ſo 
hath Chriſt; but can any Man ſay, or dare any 
of us pretend, that we have Life in our ſelves, as is 
aid of Chriſt? And why cannot this be {aid of us, 
or of any OE thing, but becauſe it imports Inde- 
pendency ? Whereas the Life of all Creatures de- 
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muſt be originally nothing; for if it wete any t ching 


erb, fr: „ Eee: 8 
bee jon de i him we te e har 1 E 
not in our ſaves, The contrary belongs to 48 1 


of Ood, who e pee and Original of Life, 
the Infinite Divine Eſſence in hjim: That Life is 


abſolutely his 2 n; Whereas the Life that is in e- 
very dependent is not abidlutely his in hom 


it is, bur is more his on whom it depends. Sute- 


ly his Lite is abſolutely his own; who has Life Fr. 


himſelf; and if Life he abſolutely his own, he m 
baye Life independently, and 1 be an inde- 


dent Bei Moreoyer, ev a 
nothir in keel ſubfiſting W 5 in, and 1 
ving all from another, having not ts what is 
more another's than its own] it is in a ſenſe nothi 
in itſelf. Now, what Chriſtian is he o_ does ni 
tremble at the Thoup ht of aſcribing this unto, of 
aſſerting it of the 900 of God, Re hr he 1 
nothing in himſelf ? He has ſaid that he hath Life 
in himſelf ; and ſhall we dare to fay that he is A, | 


nothing in himſelf ? Beſides, as all 


ings are in a ſenſe nothing in themſelves, ſo > hey 
2 ori b nothing, or were once nothing | 
dent Being Fir A me agen, The 
9 0 of this is; that a depend is but th 
Effect of the Power and eee Ite or Wi 
of him whom he depends upon; 72 chat which is 
only the effect of the Will and Power of ariothet, er, 


antecedent to the exercile of that others 


Well as Men and 


ir would not be only the effect of his Power, yo 
ſo far not gp 1 u 85 15 A Creature theres 
fore, and a fynonimous Teras; 
that if the . or Second 2 in the Godhead; 
is a dependent Being, he muſt be rio mote; than 4 
Creature, only of an higher Order than any other: 
He was, on this Suppolition, made of n xthing as 

els, and all other created Beings: 


This the old "ater ics, tho” but fey of fur 
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new ones yet care for 
Whole it is EG. e 
Godhead is an independent Being; and that the 
contrary follows not from his Generation; he ſub- 
Gfteth not in another any more than the Father ; 
and how ſhould he, ſeeing his Eſſence is Self- ori- 
2 v _ with that of the Father ? 
Thus Ih t for the Son's Inequa- 
ly w with the Father from his 4 begotten of 
fi, is fully rad , and it is pear, that” 
the Son's Generation, as taught us in dhe 8 Sacred 
Oracles, does not imply his Inferiority to his Fa- 
ther, or any thing which neceſſarily proves that. 
3. The — follows from it, as I'll now 
proceed to ſhew, viz. Becauſe the ſecond Perſon is 
ate of the firſt, he muſt therefore neceſſarily 
be equal with him in Power and Glory, and of the 
fame Eſſence: It is not poſſible that the Infinite 
God ſhould beget a Son unequal to himſelf ; how- 
ever it bein natural and humane Generations, when 
the moſt High begetteth, it can't be "0% I have 
already obſerv'd, that the Generation of the Son 
of God is a proper, not a metaphorical one; that 
the firſt Perſon in the Godhead. is properly and. 
truly a Father, and the ſecond as truly pro- 
perly a. Son; yea, as I have hinted alſo, and will 
er appear by what follows, That the Son's 
Generation is ſo far from being only a Metaphor, 
that it is of all the moſt proper, even more ſo than 
any natural Generation-: He is as properly begot- 
ten as any Son among Men. It will likewiſe with- 
out diſpute, be allow d, that the Generation of the 
Son of God was a moſt perfect one, and altogether 
free from any thing that would ot Imperfecti- 
on in God: How much ſoever we are in the 
dark as to * manner 2 * Generation, on. is 
Certain, viz. that it is ſuch as implies no Imper- 
fection: So that whatlocycr there 4 in the humana 


C ˙ CFC: HO COennenr; 
n that ſuppoſerh, proceeds from, © or ne- 
ceſſarily implies humane Impertection, - that muſt *? 
be remov'd from, and not imagin d to agree to the 25 
Divine, becauſe every Lung of that Nature 
is inconſiſtent with the abſolute Perfection of 
the bleſſed God. Taking theſe Suppoſitions for 
granted, it may be proy'd, without much difficulty, 
that the Son . God as ſuch, or becauſe he is be- 
gotten of, muſt be equal with the Father; for, in 
all r the begotten ar be of 

the du and 8 the Nature of him that 

begetteth; and then if one Perſon is of the Sub- 
ſtance, and hath the Nature of another, it muſt be 
either by having ſomething of the other's Sub- 
ſtance ſeparated from him, of which the begotten 
is made; or elſe by a total Communication of the 
Begetter's Eſſence: The firſt of theſe ways im- 


phy W vg cannot be that in which 
or JO of God begotten : So that if the ſe- 


9280 Perſon in the Godhead is properl Boats 
of the Firſt, the whole Eſſence a the Father muſt 
be communicated unto him; and if the whole Eſ- 
ſence of the Father isin the Lon, then all the Po.] 
er and Glory that is eſſential to 1 * firſt, muſt be- 
long to the ſecond ; and fo the latter muſt be no 
way inferior unto, but perfect. equal with the 
former in Power and Glory "34? conſider theſe 
things at ſome more bagrh. 

1. I ſay where there is a proper Generation, as 
is that of the Son of God, he who is begotten is 
of the Subſtance of him that begetteth ; which is 
evident in all natural Generations; the o_ 

hath not only the fame ſpecifick Nature wit 
is made of the Subſtance of the Begetter: Heres 
Levi is ſaid to be in the en, of bis Father | 
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F- Sure, when he 


bout of the Subſtance of the thi oducing ; there 
n a real and great n e 
2 Ganeration, and ths bare Formation of a thi G3 


By 


. neration, altho' the produced be of the 


£ 2 * Consravents examind : 


ccc ( * 
ae Tithes to Taue ; 


e formed 


Generation is not he 
by another, ' unlels the 544 yen Oe be fo 


which lies in this, viz. What is properly genera- 
ted, is, as has been laid, of the Sb of that 
which generates ; whereas it is not ſo in bare For- 
mation: God is the Former of all Men, and yet we 
per noon 5 rout of the natural Formation, 

or begotten of him. * 

Prod 4p 13D thing 17 pope 


Ley eci- 
fick Nature with the Producer, unleſs the 2 
be of the Subſtance of the latter; for if it be not, 
ſuch a Production will be really 9 5 The ſe- 
ond Perſon in the Godhead then being properly 
otten of the firſt, is not only another produc'd 

by the Power of the firſt, and of the like Nature 
With * z for ſo he would be created, not begot- 
but is of the Subſtance, and hath the Eſſence 

cke firſt in him; which cannot be denied with- 
955 denying his proper Generation : And therefore 
ſome, who have departed from the receiy'd Truth, 
are conſtrain'd to own, that the Son is of the Sub- 
Rance of the Father: hi h Conceſſion does real- 
Iy ſubvert their Scheme: 3 herein we are 
agreed, and I am glad the Truth prevails fo far, ag 
to extort a Conceſſion from them, ſo advantagious 
to the 3 of what. they are againſt. But 

roc 

16 f If one Perſon be of the Subſtance of another, 
it muſt either be by being made of ſome part of the 
other's Subſtance, ſeparated from him, or by the 
entire Communication of the other's Eſſence : There 
i; no third way imaginable whereby one Perſon can 


| 5 of the Subſtance of anothcr : And therefore all 


Gacnera? 


I 


CC C70" RE CHO. 44 7 
ä operly ſo call'd; be in oor os þ 
other N In natural and OO IE | 
nerations it is always the firſt : The 
ted is a part of his Subſtance ho begettet Z 
deed it cannot be in the other, 3 
the Imperfection of all created Natures and Eſſen- 
ces, which cannot ſubſiſt two different ways; 1 
mean the ſame numerical finite Nature, or - 
cannot ſubſiſt in two Perſons, and that becauſe i 
is a finite Nature: So that all natural and creature 
Generations, z of finite Beings, are neceſſariſx 
by a Separation of ſome part of the Begetter's/Suby 
ſtance, whereof the — is made. But in the 
Divine Generation it may at leaſt be otherwiſe, . 
By an entire R of the Begetter's E 
ſence ; for the Divine Eſſence being infinite, may 
numerically ſubſiſt in diſtin Perſons ; tho the 
fame numerical finite Nature cannot do ſo. Now . 
ſeeing the Son of God mult neceſſarily have the 
Nature, and be of the Subſtance of the Father, he 
muſt either be made of ſome part of the Father's 
Subſtance, or have it entirely communicated unto 
him: This then is to be enquir'd into, viz. which 
of theſe ways the ſecond Perſon in the Godhead: is 
N ? 1 altho* the Generation of the Jan 
be, in a 2 meaſure, incomprehenſible 2 us, La | 
inexplicable ; yet thus far we may in the 1 
determine about it: Nor ſhall we 3 ne much 
aſſiſtance from Revelation; for if it appears that 
one of the ſaid ways of Generation is more 
able to the Divine Nature than the other, 3 that 
one of em is inconſiſtent with the Perfection ak 
God, we may, yea, we muſt conclude. it to be the 
other ; 3 Shed? 
as the one cannot agree to creature and — Ge- 
nerations, becauſe of the Perfection of it, and the 
neceſſary Imperfection of all created Beings; ſo tho 


gther cannot * to the bleed God, becauſe of i its 
Impere | 


will be found to be the Caſe; for 


3. I fay then, 
ten by the Separation of any of the Father's 
© — 4 as that whereof e : Such a 
manner of Generation is not conſiſtent with the 
Divine Nature and Perfection, in that it would 
1 5 Divifibility and Compoſition in the Divine 
- Efſence, 
Denial 


ea, Mutability likewiſe; beſides, it is 3 
God's eſſential Fulneſs. 1. Were the Son 
form'd of any part of the Father's Subſtance ſepa» 
rated from him, the Father's Subſtance muſt be di- 
viſible and made up of diftin& Parts; for if the 
- Father's Eſſence be not made up of Parts, how 
ſhould the Son be form'd of ſome part of it? If 
it is not diviſible, how can that whereof the Son 
is ſuppos d to be made, be ſeparated from the reſt? 
In all Generati8ns, where the begotten is formed 
of a part of the Begetter's Subſtance, the Subſtance 
of ſuch Begettex is diviſible and compounded ; and 
ſo no doubt muſt the Divine Nature be, if the Son 
be thus begotten: And therefore I conclude it cannot 
be ſo, becauſe the Eſſence of God is neceſſarily in- 
diviſible, and a moſt ſimple and uncompounded one. 
The Perfection of God is proof enough of this, 
and requires that it be ſo; the more ſimple and leſs 
compounded any Nature is, the more perfect is that 
Nature. Abſolute Perfection then muſt imply ab- 
ſolute Simplicity ; or the Divine Eſſence, which 
is abſolutely perfect, muſt be abſolutely ſimple, and 
altogether without Compoſition ; and by conſe- 
quence is not capable of Diviſion, and cannot he 
communicated in part, but muſt, if at all, be com- 
municated entirely: So then, either the abſolute 
Simplicity of the Divine Eſſence muſt be denied, or 
it muſt be acknowledged that the Son is not be- 
otten by a Separation of ſome part of the Father's 
Subſtance. Nor can the abſolute Simplicity _ the 
e | Dime 


Divine Eſſence be given up, withour quitting like- 1 
wiſe God's abſolute Perfection. Su b 
vine Eſſence to be made up of Parts; cither each 
of thoſe Parts is abſolutely perfect, or not: If the 
firſt be affirmed, then there will be as many abſo- 
lutely perfect Beings, as there are Parts in the Di- 
2 Nw er I If it be faid thar 
Parts e ſu compounded Divine E. 
ſence, are not 4 abolutely perfect, then either 
God is not abſolutely or abſolute Perfecti- 
on muſt be made up of Parts not abſolutely 
which is likewiſe abſurd. Seeing then a compounded 
Eſſence of an abſolutely Being cannot be ſup» | 
os'd, without one or So of eB 3 
ollowing upon it, viz. urality of Beings abſo- 
8 E or abiohue and infinite Perfection 


Di- 


made up of imperfe& Parts, ſuch an Eſſence muſt 2 
itſelf be an Abſurdity, and cannot belong to an abſo- 


lutely perfect Being: That if God be abſolute 
perſebt, his Efſenice maſt be abſolutely ſimple, — 
gether without Parts: And therefore the Son can- 
not be of the Subſtance of the Father, by a partial 
Communication of his Eſſence unto him. 
2. Such a Generation is inconſiſtent with God's 
Immutability, as well as Simplicity: that God is 
immutable in his Eſſence, is acknowledg'd by all; 
St. James has taught us, that * there is no Varia- 
bleneſs in him, nor ſo much as the Shadow of Change. 
'Surely he muſt be ſo in his Nature and Eſſence, 
if he is ſo at all: Indeed that Nature, which is 
eternal, can't but be immutable: God is now what 
he ever was; and ever was the fame, he will be 
for ever: the moſt ſimple, and abſolutel 
divine Eſſence, is ſelf exiſtent, and a {elf exiſtent 
Eſſence muſt be unchangeable: Wharſoever God 
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neceſſarily and eſlentially; and ſering he is 
neccffarily what he is, he can undergo CV akrion 
| wie prover i een 
- wiſe proves its Im ty; that which is abſo- 
| Intely perfect cant be chang'd to greater Perfectioi 
for nothing can exceed it; whatfoever is chang” 
into greater Perfection, was plainly not fo ben 
: as it becomes by ſuch a Change, and there 
fore not abſolutely perfect; and to be changeable 
into leſs Perfection is certainty an Imperfection, 
that cannot agree to what is abſolutely perfect: 
The Divine Eſſence then is ſurely altogether immu- 
table. But now does it comport with this abſolute 
Immutability of God's Eſſence, for. the Son to be 
begotren by ſuch a Generation as am ſpeaking of? 
If the Son is made of a part of the Father's Sub- 
Rance, the Eſſence of the latter muſt ſurely be 
n for how can a part of his Sub- 
ance ade anot her Perſon, he ſtill remain 
altogether the ſame he was? Is not that evidently 
changed which has ſome part of it ſeparated from 
itſelf, and made another Perſon of? None, I think, 
can doubt, but that every Generation of this ſort, 
neceffarily implies a change in the Begetter; ſo that 
i the Divine Eſſence be immurable, as moſt cer- 
tainly it is, the Son, or the ſecond Perſon in the 
Godhead, could not be begotten in ſuch a way. 
Generation by the ſeparation of ſome part of 
the Begetter's Subſtance, is inconſiſtent with the 
efſential Fulneſs of God: By ſuch a Generation he 
that begetterh, loſeth ſomething of himſelf, even 
that whereof the Begotten is made: But ſurely it is 
an abſurd Imagination to think that the bleſſed 
God ſhould loſe. any thing of himſelf, or of his Sub- 
ſtance, by begetting his Son; were it ſo, what 
would become of his eſſential Fulneſs ? Could he 
remain full, when ſomething of him is ſeparated ? 
Would not his Fulneſs be undeniably thereby * 
Fo. 1 85 pair 2 
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par- d? Is it poſſible that ſomething of the Father's 
enceſhould go forth from him, and he notwithj- 
ing remain as full as before? but certainly the 
eſſential Fullneſs of God can by no means be im- 
pair d; and therefore it is not poſſible that the Son 
ſhould be otten in this way, by a Separation of 
| the Father's Subſtance. On ſuch a 
ſuppoſition the Part, or Emanation from the. Fa- 
cher, of which the Son is form'd, would be, ei- 
ther, as perfect as that Eſſence from which it was, 
or not; it muſt be one, or other; no medium can 
be devis'd between theſe two; now whether the 
one or other of 85 — will 
follow thereupon; therefore the ſuppoſiti 
from which ſuch Abſurdities ariſe, muſt beat ab. 
ſurd; if the ſuppos'd Emanation is faid to be-as 
as the Eſſence from which it is, + _ 
to aſſert, that a is as perfect as the whole: 
and if it be ſaid, th he Emanation from the Fa- 
ther, of which the Son is made, is not ſo | 
as the Eſſence of which it is a part; this will im- 
ly, that there was ſomething in God not abſolate- 
even that Emanation whereof the Son, 
on this ſuppoſition, is form'd ; yea that the infinite- 
ly perfect God is made up of Parts, not abſolute- 
ly perfect; which are Abſurdities great enough; 
and being the direct, and natural Conſequences of 
ſuch a 7, Fxeufbrros of the Son of God, as I am 
diſproving, do ſufficiently prove that he cannot be 
fo begotten: Were the Son really thus _— 2A 
nothing bur Truth, no Abſurdities, would follow 
from it. And ſeeing the Son does not partake of 
the Father's Subſtance in this way, viz. by any 
Emanation, or Part of his Eſſence, whereof the 
Son is made, being ſeparated from the Father, and 


that the Son of God could not be begotten after. 
this manner, then | my 
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| r — 
nication of the Fathers Eſſence unto him: He 
muſt be of the Subſtance of the Father, other- 
| wile he would not be begotten of him; and as 
there are but theſe two ways in which the Son 
can be imagined to be, or to of the EG 
ſence of the Father, if he does it not in the for- 
mer, -which I haye proy'd can't be, becauſe incon- 


ſiſtent with the Perfection of the Divine 
Nature, he muſt then have the whole Eſſence com- 
to him; which BED 1 0. with 
hriſt, viz. that 


What. che ſacred Text aſſerts 


a 
che Subſtance of the Faches is —— appear. 
it the Son has the whole Eſſence of the Fakes 
communicated unto him, what Perfection, or Glo- 
ry can he want which is in the Father? There is 
no e or Power in the Father, but what is 
eſſential to him, or in him by his Efſence ; ſecing 
then the Son hath his Eſſence entirely, all the Glo- 
ry, and Power that is eſſential to the one, muſt be 
eſſential to the other: B ſame Eſſence 
that is in the Father, be in the Son, or the Eſ- 
ſence of the Father be the Eſſence of the Son like- 
wiſe, wherein can the latter be inferior to the for- 
mer? Hoy 3s it poſſible, but that he ſhould be 
equal with him in Glory, and Perſections? Can 
| imagine that 'the immutable, infinite, divine 
ber d kes perfect in the Son, than in the Fa- 
— The Ea Eſſence is not multiplied by the 
ion of the Son, or the Proceſſion of the 
bly: Ghoſt; tho! there are three divine Perſons, 
Here's not a Plurality of divine Eſſences; the a: 


| nume- 


numerical Eſſence is in all the three: there are no 
more divine Effences than if there were but one 
Perſon; and can the fame Eſſence, which is neceg - 
ſarily immutable, have leſs Glory and Perfection, 
ſubſiſting in the Son, than it hath, as ſubſiſting in 
the Father? Upon the whole then the Son of 
or ſecond Perſon in the Godhead, muſt be equal 
with the firſt, becauſe he is + pg him; fer 
he can't be properly begotten of the firſt, unleſ he 
have the whole divine Eſſence communicated o 
him; and if the whole Eſſence of the Father be in 
the Son, then all the or and Power that's e.. 
ſential to the Father, is allo eſſential to the Son; 
and having all the Glory and Power that is in the 
Father, how can he be but equal with him? 80 
that we muſt deny the Son's Generation by the Fa- 
ther, if we deny I with him; or if 'we | 
aſſert that he has another Eſſence inferior to the 
Father's; and muſt fay, that he's made, or ereated, + 
but not begotten: for being begotten, as the Scrip- 
ture aſſures us he is, he muſt be of the Father's 
Subſtance; which he cannot be, without having 
the whole Eſſence of the Father; and having the 
whole Effence of the Father, he can't but be equal 
with him in Power and Glory. Here, then, aſter 
all the Obſcurity and Sublimeneſs of this Myſtery, 
9 firm e for the 3 and which, 1 
think, Perſons of ordinary Capacities may appre- 
hend; would any prove the Son's Eq Wich 7 
the Father? It may be done thus: He is equal with 3 
the Father, that is properly begorten of him: the 
ſecond Perſon in the Godhead is properly begotten 
of the Firſt: He is therefore equal with the Firſt, 
The major Propoſition, or this, He is equal with = 
the Father that is properly begotten of Bim; s -Þ 
prov'd thus. He that's properly begotten of hre 
ather, partakes of the Father's Subl and Ef. 
ſence: but he that partakes of bis Eſſenee, muſt be 
1 82 ᷣͤ 
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ene bim; nd thereforc he 3 1 
che Father is equal with him. The firſt Propoſition 
1 this, He that's properly begotten 
ather partakes of his Eſſence or Subſtance, 
| is evident from the Nature of Generation : and the 
ſecond, or minor, viz. this, He that of 
the Edence of che Father, mult be with him; 
is made out thus: None can be of the Eſſence, or 
Subſtance of the Father, unleſs CSI whole: 
Eſſence of the Father communicated to him: but 
he that hath the Father's Eſſence entirely * 
nicated to bim, is 2 «God with him : 
ſeeond Perſon therefore in t head being 
Br br ro of, is neceſſarily iy to 4 
it is prov'd thus: The Son 1s Sau oak, 
the dy in Power and Glory ; becaule being be- 
tten of the Father, he neceſſarily has the entire 
Fence of the Father in him. 
And now, I think, it hath been made appear, 
that not only the Son's Generation does not imply 
His Inferiority to the Father in Glory and Power 
bur hkewiſe that the contrary Truth follows from 
it; inaſmuch as the Son's 1 of the 
Father does not prove, that the Father was before 
him, as hath been ſhewn; becauſe the Generation 
of the Son is a neceſſary, eſſential, and eternal Act 
of the Father's; ſo the he, who is begotten, is 
coeternal with him that begetteth. Again, the 
.Son's being begotten does not make him a depen- 
dent z becaule it is the fame independent ſelf- 
exiſtent Ke » ſubſiſting in a different manner, 
in the Father, that is in the 5 eng vn ht 
not to be accounted a whoſe LL 
ſence is eternal, and "reyes uno — — the 
Son's being enerated of the Father, does not im- 
ply that — another Eſſence diſtinct from that 
of the Father: If that were the caſe, he muſt ne- 
| waa be . inferior to the Father; every 
7 Eſſence, 


| gp from that SF the Moſt. 
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finite, whereas the Eflence- of the bleſſed 
ine and between finite, and infinite, 1 f 
an infinite diſtance: The 3 — 1 
the contrary, as I haye prow d . that the very 
ln any be all the Glory and _ 

mz y Power 
| he * nw, _ 
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